72                                        SECULARISM.
pudiatcd the King Debate, but does he repudiate the quotation I have given ? Does it, or does it not, express his sentiments? Mr. Bradlaugh says in his debate with Mr, King, "I call every woman a wife'who lives with and has children to a man." I do not blame Mr. Bradlaugh for this sentiment: it is a necessary deduction from the Secularistic theory that we are only developed brutes; for if there be no such thing as marriage amongst cattle,, why should there be amongst human beings if we are only cattle of a higher order ? The effect of such teaching on society, if society believed it, which fortunately society does not, would be to shake the social fabric to its foundation, and turn our country into a pandemonium. I now finish my positive work of affirming and giving my reasons' for my affirmations that Secularism is Atheism, is unphilo-sophical, is immoral and is anti-social. I hoped to have maintained the proposition also that it is anti-secular, but if the propositions I have already advanced be true, then it necessarily follows that it must be anti-secular also, or a system opposed to our best interests for time. I now proceed to reply to some of the discursive remarks made by my opponent on last evening, which I may not have already noticed. I call them discursive, because he has not from the first attempted to follow my reasoning as a whole, but has selected words and phrases here and there, and has concentrated attention on them, as though they were the main-body of my argument. Mr. Bradlaugh said that " linking together some words from an article of Mr. Symes with some words of his own could not make an argument." I never thought it could. But having concluded my argument, basing it upon its own merits, some words from Mr. Symes and some words from Mr. Bradlaugh may illustrate and confirm it. This is what I did and nothing more, and this was all Mr. Bradlaugh had to say upon the question whether society had a, right to determine its own morality and to enforce its determination. My friend spent much time in asking for a definition of " I," giving one of his own which he knew I could not accept. I thought it a pity-to draw off attention from the main line of thought to definitions which were not required for an adequate understanding of the subject. Surely, if my friend were very anxious to have the fundamental practical points discussed,,